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DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 

1 . The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: There are 
typographical errors in page 5 line 6. "read access generator 24" and "write access 
generator 26" should be replaced with "read address generator 24" and "write address 
generator 26", (See figure 2). Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Objections 

2: Claim 25 is objected to because of the following informalities: The period at the 
end of the claim is missing. Appropriate correction is required. 

3. Claim 25-27 are objected to because of the following informalities: There are 
typographical errors because the claim 25-27 are depending on claim 25. The examiner 
understood them as depending on the independent claim 24 for the rejection below. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 

and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 

pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 

contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 
* 

5. Claim 1-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was 
not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in 
the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession 



■ 
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of the claimed invention. There is no support for "handling administrative unit (AU- 
3/AU-4) connection" in the specification. The administrative unit (AU) are found in 
claim 1, 5 and 16. 

6. The foUow^ing is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one.or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

7. Claim 1-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

8. Regarding claim 1 and 16, the phrase in the parenthesis' renders the claim 
indefinite because it is unclear whether the limitation(s) in the parenthesis are part of the 
claimed invention or not. For example, see (VT1.5A^T2), (TUl 1/TU12) and (AU-3/AU- 
4) in claim 1. 

9. Claim 1 recites the limitation "the output" in line 4. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. It is unclear because the claim recites " 
whether to assemble an output ... or handle the output ..." wherein the assembling and 
the handling are mutually exclusive process depending on the control bit. Therefore, "an 
output" in line 3 can not be an antecedent basis for "the output" in line 4. 

10. Regarding claim 1, the phrase "a state of the control bit" in the last line renders the 
claim indefinite because it is unclear whether it is the same as "a state of a control bit" in 
line 2 or not. 
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11. Regarding claim 3, the phrase "an STS" in line 2 renders the claim indefinite 
because it is unclear whether it is the same as "an synchronous transport signal" in claim 
1 line 5 or not. 

12. Regarding claim 5, the phrase "an AU-3/AU-4" in line 2 renders the claim 

indefinite because it is unclear whether it is the same as "an synchronous transport 

signal" in claim 1 line 5 or not. 
•1 

13. Claim 15 recites the limitation "the second control bit" in line 2. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

14. Claim 15 recites the limitation "the first control bit" in line 2. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

15. Claim 16 recites the limitation "the output" in line 7. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. It is unclear because the claim recites " 
whether to assemble an output ... or handle the output ..." wherein the assembling and 
the handling are mutually exclusive process depending on the control bit. Therefore, "an 
output" in line 6 can not be an antecedent basis for "the outjput" in line 7. 

16. Regarding claim 16, the phrase "a state of the control bit" in the last line renders 
the claim indefinite because it is unclear whether it is the same as "a state of a control bit" 
in line 5 or not. 

• 17. Regarding claim 16, the phrase "(AU-3/AU-4)" in line 8 renders the claim 
indefinite because it is unclear whether it is an acronym for "synchronous transport 
signal" or not. 
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18. Claim 21 recites the limitation "the second control bit" in line 2. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

19. Claim 22 recites the limitation "the second control bit" in line 2. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

20. Claim 23 recites the limitation "the second control bit" in line 3. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

21. Claim 23 recites the limitation "the first control bit" in line 3. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

22. Claim 24 recites the limitation "the output" in line 4. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. It is unclear because the claim recites " 
whether to assemble an output ... or handle the output ..." wherein the assembling and 
the handling are mutually exclusive process depending on the control bit. Therefore, "an 
output" in line 3 can not be an antecedent basis for "the output" in line 4. 

23. Claim 24 recites the limitation "the state of the control bit" in line 6. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

24. Regarding claim 24, the phrase "a state of the control bit" in line 8 renders the 
claim indefinite because it is unclear whether it is the same as "the state of the control 
bit" in line 6 or not. 

25. Regarding claim 25, the phrase "an STS" in line 2 renders the claim indefinite 
because it is unclear whether it is the same as "an synchronous transport signal" in claim 
24 line 4 or not. 
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26. Claim 27 recites the limitation "the memory" in line 1. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. There are two memories in claim 24, in 
line 2 and line 7. It is unclear which memory it is. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

27. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

« 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed publication in this 
or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

28. Claim 1,2, 16, 17 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated 
by Tsukamoto et ai. (US 6,498,794). 

Regarding claim 1,16 and 24, Tsukamoto teaches a method comprising: checking 
a state of a control bit that specifies whether to assemble an output from multiple virtual 
tributary (VTl ,5fVT2) or tributary unit (TUl 1/TU12) connections or handle the output as 
an synchronous transport signal (STS) or administrative unit (AU-3/AU-4) connection; 
and switching a predetermined number of entries together based on a state of the control . 
bit (Column 6 Line 26-36, Column 7 Line 9-16, see Figure 4). 

♦ 

Regarding claim 2, 17, Tsukamoto teaches the control bit is set by a programmer 
(Column 7 Line 33-35). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

29. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 



« 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

30. Claim 3-6, 25 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Tsukamoto et al.. 

Regarding claim 3-6, 25 and 26, Tsukamoto teaches a method comprising: 
checking a state of a control bit that specifies whether to assemble an output from 
multiple virtual tributary (VT1.5/VT2) or tributary unit (TUl 1/TU12) connections or 
handle the output as an synchronous transport signal (STS) or administrative unit (AU- 
3/AU-4) connection; and switching a predetermined number of entries together based on 
a state of the control bit (Column 6 Line 26-36, Column 7 Line 9-16, see Figure 4). 
Tsukamoto, however, does not teach exact details on how to assemble/handle the output 
based on whether the control bit is set or not set. It would have been obvious to one 

' r 

skilled in the art to modify Tsukamoto to assemble/handle the output based on whether 
the control bit is set or not set as claimed in order to accommodate different design 
choice. 

Allowable Subject Matter 
3 L Claim 7-15, 18-23 and 27 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the 
rejection(s) under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to 
include all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Clemence Han whose telephone number is (571) 272- 



If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Huy Vu can be reached on (571) 272-3 155. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you . 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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